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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 8/12/2008. 

Claims 1-13, 16-17, 21-22 and 60 are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 
60 are independent claims. In the amendment filed 8/12/2008, Claims 1 and 60 were 
amended. This action is made Non-Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, 
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 60 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Data structures not claimed as embodied in computer-readable media are descriptive material 
per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing functional change in the 
computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a data 
structure per se held nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures do not define any structural and 
functional interrelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the 
invention which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. See MPEP 2106.01 

Claim 60 claims a "computer program product" that is not embodied on a 
computer-readable media. One option of putting the computer program product on a 
computer readable media is to embody the program onto a computer readable media 
(hard disk drive, DVD) and explicitly describe that the computer program product exists 
as computer readable instructions on a computer readable media. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 

claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-13, 16-17, 21-22, and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 60 recites the limitation as below: 

"if the server device has provided to the client device, a request to be made by the 
client device back to the server device, the request regarding the requested one of 
the back function and the forward function for the first application page, the request 
instructing the server device to change the application program from the first state to 
a second state, generating the provided request to the server device in response to 
receiving the input- and receiving at the client device and displaying in the browser 
a second application page provided by the server device in response to receiving the 
request; 

(2) if the server device has not provided to the client device, a request to be made by 
the client device back to the server device, the request regarding the requested one 
of the back function and the forward function for the first application page, not 
requesting a change to the first state in response to the input and continuing to 
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display the first application page (inherent, in continuing to display, if no request is 
made)." 

This is confusing. In number (1), it is unclear as to why the server is providing 
the client with the request to change the application from one state to another. It 
makes sense for the client to request from the server a change in the application 
page, but not vice versa. 

In number (2), it is confusing, because it says that there was a request for back 
or forward function (i.e. the input), and then it says "not requesting a change." Is it 
requesting a back or forward function, which is a change? Or is it not requesting a 
change, which is a contradiction to back, forward, or an input cited in claim 1 prior to 
this limitation? Clarify. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-13, 16-17, 21-22, 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Slotznick (601 1537). 

Re claim 1 (as best understood), Slotznick discloses a method of providing 
navigation in a browser, the method comprising: 

displaying a first application page in a browser on a client device, the first application 
page being received from a server device and relating to a first state of an 
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application program on the server device, the browser having a back function and a 
forward function (see column 18 lines 11-14 according to the numbering in the 
middle and column 37 lines 24-25 for example); 

receiving an input from a user while the first application page is being displayed, the 
input requesting one of the back function and the forward function (see column 37 
lines 24-25 for example); and 

(1 ) if the server device has provided to the client device, a request to be made by the 
client device back to the server device, the request regarding the requested one of 
the back function and the forward function for the first application page, the request 
instructing the server device to change the application program from the first state to 
a second state, generating the provided request to the server device in response to 
receiving the input and receiving at the client device and displaying in the browser a 
second application page provided by the server device in response to receiving the 
request (see abstract and column 18 lines 11-14 and column 37 lines 24-28 for 
example); 

(2) if the server device has not provided to the client device, a request to be made by 
the client device back to the server device, the request regarding the requested one 
of the back function and the forward function for the first application page, not 
requesting a change to the first state in response to the input and continuing to 
display the first application page (inherent, in continuing to display, if no request is 
made). 
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Re claim 2, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising loading at least one 
invisible page in the browser such that the first application page is visible in the 
browser after the at least one invisible page has been loaded (see column 15 lines 
5-6, lines 14-20, lines 32-36 for example). 

Re claim 3, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein loading the at least one invisible 
page comprises loading a first invisible page and then a second invisible page in the 
browser (different secondary information for example, see column 16 lines 15-18). 

Re claim 4, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising again loading the first 
invisible page if the input requests the back function (column 17 lines 47 and lines 
54-59 for example). 

Re claim 5, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein again loading the first invisible 
page triggers generation of the request (column 15 lines 5-6, lines 14-20, lines 32-36 
for example). 

Re claim 6, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising storing information in a 
cookie on the client device to identify that the first invisible page is again being 
loaded in response to receiving the input requesting the back function (see column 
1 5 lines 41-44, column 1 6 lines 29-33 for example). 

Re claim 7, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising activating the back 
function after loading the second invisible page and again loading the first invisible 
page (column 1 7 lines 47, lines 54-59 for example). 
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Re claim 8, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising again loading the 
second invisible page if the input requests the forward function (column 37 lines 24- 
25 for example). 

Re claim 9, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein again loading the second invisible 
page triggers generation of the request (column 16 lines 15-20 and column 37 lines 
24-25 for example). 

Re claim 10, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising storing information in 
a cookie on the client device to identify that the second invisible page is again being 
loaded in response to receiving the input requesting the forward function (column 15 
lines 41-44, column 16 lines 29-33 for example). 

Re claim 1 1 , Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising loading a third 
invisible page in the browser after loading the second invisible page and activating 
the back function after loading the third invisible page and again loading the second 
invisible page (column 16 lines 15-20 for example). 

Re claim 12, Slotznick discloses a method, further comprising: again loading the first 
invisible page if the input requests the back function; and again loading the third 
invisible page if the input requests the forward function (column 16 lines 15-20, c37 
lines 24-25 for example). 

Re claim 13, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein generation of the request is 
triggered by again loading one of the first and third invisible pages (column 16 lines 
15-20 for example). 
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Re claim 16, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein the request comprises that a 
measure taken on the server device be undone (inherent function of forward and 
backward for example, see column 37 lines 24-25). 

Re claim 17, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein the request comprises that a 
measure taken on the server device that has been undone should be redone (see 
column 37 lines 24-25 for example). 

Re claim 22, Slotznick discloses a method, wherein the application page is received 
from the server device in response to a request sent from the client device (column 
18 lines 11-14 for example). 

Claim 60 is similar in scope to claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Slotznick in view of Li (7003695). 

Re claim 21 , Slotznick substantially discloses the method as set forth in claim 19 
above. Slotznick does not explicitly disclose the method further comprising displaying 
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a message to the user announcing one of an impossibility of undoing a measure taken 
on the server device and an impossibility of redoing a measure taken on the server 
device that has been undone. However, Li teaches of a method wherein an action 
further comprises displaying a message to the user announcing one of an impossibility 
of undoing a measure taken on the server device and an impossibility of redoing a 
measure taken on the server device that has been undone (see claim 9 for example). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use the message of Li on the method of Slotznick in order to provide clear 
message of inability of the program. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 8/12/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments that Slotznick fails to disclose or suggest 
the conditional generating step, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The claim is 
confusing; nevertheless, Slotznick does teach a conditional generating step (see 
abstract and column 1 8 lines 11-14 and column 37 lines 24-28 for example). 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BORIS PESIN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4070. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other 
Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Boris Pesin/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



